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“WHOM SHOULD THE DEMOCRATS NOMINATE 
FOR PRESIDENT?’’ 


DR. WITMAN: Good evening, friends. Before we get into our subject, I'd like 
to have a little family word with you. In response to your many, many wonderful 
letters, let me say a brief word of explanation as to why TOWN MEETING is going off 
the air after 21 years of broadcasting, The answer is that the ABC network is revamp=- 
ing its program schedule and, for that reason, TOWN MEETING is being eliminated to 
make way for innovations in programming. Our last broadcast will be on June 2h. 
Beginning July lst, ABC's new Sunday night schedule will go into effect with three 
and one-half hours of hillbilly music and some news. In answer to further questions, 

I regret to say that it is unlikely that TCWN MEETING will be resumed. We are very 
sorry -- but, as you know, programs come and go -= and, unfortunately, TOWN MEETING 
is going. 

Meanwhile, August is coming and we have to do something in anticipation of 
that event in which the national conventions will be the dominating news consideration. 
There are several men who have been mentioned as prospective candidates for the Presi- 
dency in the Democratic party -- some who have identified themselves as presumbly 
wanting the job -= and some that apparently are in the wings, hoping the lightning 
will strike. The question is, who should get it and who will get it? 

That's our subject for tonight, and we have several people here to talk about 
it. But, before I introduce to you our speakers for the evening, let me tell you that 
we extended an invitation to the New York State Democratic Committee to supply a spokes= 
man on behalf of Governor Averell Harriman, However, the committee declined. Perhaps 
later on someone down in the audience would like to say something on behalf of the 
Harriman candidacy or, for that matter, any of the other candidates. 

We have with us two gentlemen who will speak for their respective candidates 
and first we will hear from Thomas K, Finletter, who is Co-Chairman of the Stevenson 
for President Committee of New York State, and has long been a student of politics and 
foreign affairs, He has served as chairman of the President's Air Policy Commission, 
and in 19),8 and 199 as Minister to Great Britain in charge of the first Marshall Plan 
Mission, and then, from 1950 to 1953, he was Secretary of the Air Force. Mr. Thomas K,. 
Finletter! 

MR. FINLETTER: The topic for discussion tonight, Dr. Witman, as I understand 
it is "Whom Shall the Democrats Nominate?" My answer is Adlai Stevenson of Tllinois. 

Last Tuesday we came to the end of a long series of primaries in which the two 
major participants were the distinguished Senator from Tennessee, Estes Kefauver, and 
the titular head of the Democratic party, Governor Stevenson. 

In a sense, though, there were other contestants, and other factors represented 
in the primaries; and more was revealed by their results than the single fact that 
Adlai Stevenson is the choice of Democrats across the country to be their party's 
presidential candidate, 

Senator Kefauver, on his part, was a symbol of the testing of Governor Stevenson 
for the nomination by the Democratic party in 1956. And it was proper that there be 
such a testing of the man who made such a magnificent race in 1952, It is right that 
the views of Adlai Stevenson should again have been put to the American people to see 
whether the Democrats wished him to be their candidate. 

And now the voters have clearly expressed their choice. There is no doubt bu. 
that the primaries have shown that Governor Stevenson is the man whom the rank and file 
of the Democratic party want to lead their ticket this fall. 

In his vigorous campaign Adlai Stevenson again demonstrated that he has the 
ss coe eel FS it Meaty Lietia the great national and international prob- 
: nited States in the years ahead. He again proved . 
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ae pein na depth and treadth of vision and understanding to restore this nation 
onal position as the champion of human freedom. Once more he showed 
eT that his is the voice of the liberal and the humanitarian in mid-century 

To those of us who have worked for Governor Stevenson's nomination, the 
demonstration of these attributes and virtues came as no surprise. However, in terms 
of practical politics, there is another question which was answered by the primaries, 
and that is the concrete proof of Adlai Stevenson's ability as a vote-getter. Could 
he get to the grass roots; can he beat President Eisenhower next November; can he 
best insure the return of a Democratic Congress? All these questions have now been 
fairly and fully answered, 

Admittedly, the first primary, in Minnesota, was a disappointment to the sup-~ 
porters of Adlai Stevenson, The facts are now clear that he was beaten in Minnesota, 
in large measure, by Republicans who crossed over and voted in the Democratic pri- 
mary, as is permitted by Minnesota law. But the fact remains, he was beaten. And 
then what happened? 

In a long series of magnificent victories in all parts of the country he denon- 
strated that he can fight and campaign in the grass roots and in several contests at 
the same time. He won in head-on battles against the extraordinarily able and intense 
campaigning of the distinguished Senator from Tennessee. He won victories in Illinois 
and in Pennsylvania. In direct and open competition with the Senator he won the pri- 
maries in Oregon, Florida, the District of Columbia and Alaska. And finally, last 
Tuesday, in a landslide in the final contest in California, he won overwhelmingly. 

Adlai Stevenson's great California victory is no reflection on Senator Kefauver, 
It is proof only of the great vote-getting ability of Adlai Stevenson. It is proof 
only that the Democrats believe that Adlai Stevenson is the man who can beat President 
Eisenhower and the Republican party next fall, 

This was proven conclusively in California. That state has become a little 
America, That is why some people said before the primary that California was the one 
state that could make or break Adlai Stevenson's candidacy. I+t would be most repre- 
sentative of the thinking of the nation. 

A spot check of precincts after the primary has shown several interesting things, 
It proves first that Adlai Stevenson is a vote-getter and that he generates a popular 
appeal in the same tradition as Franklin Roosevelt and Harry Truman. It proves that 
voters in 211 districts and of all economic levels support him. It shows that his un- 
equivocal and firm stand on the civil rights issue helped to bring him a majority of 
up to five to one in the Negro precincts. He carried manufacturing areas and he carried 
the agricultural valleys. . 

All of this constitutes conclusive evidence that the Democrats can win in Novem- 
ber with Adlai Stevenson, He has proved in battle that he can put forward a fighting 
liberal program dramatizing the great principles of humanity at home and peace atroad 
which characterizes the thinking of the Democratic party. 

He has proved himself uniquely equipped to be the spokesman and leader of the 
great tradition of his party; and what is more important, he has proved it in the open 
competition of primary elections, He has the stature and the intellect capable of under- 
standing, interpreting and projecting such a program. He has the strength to put it 
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Something now is required of the Democratic party. We must now close ranks, 
We must unite. We must stop all "stop Stevenson" movements. We must recognize that 
we will not win and that we cannot win in November unless we stand solidly from now 
on and direct our fire and our energies against the united Republicans. Let us cam- 
paign against those whom we wish to defeat and not against those of our own ranks, 

Let us unite behind Adlai E. Stevenson. 

DR. WITMAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Finletter. Second, we will hear from 
Mr. F. Joseph Donohue. A Washington attorney and former President of the Board of 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, Mr. Donohue is General Chairman of the 
Kefauver Campaign Committee. He is a former college instructor in economics and law, 
and was Special Assistant to the United States Attorney General from 1948 to 1950. 

We are very pleased to have you here, Mr. Donohue, and to hear from you now! 

MR. DONOHUE: As Mr. Finletter has said, the question we are now discussing is, 
‘What Should the Democrats Do in November"-="Whom Should They Nominate?" It all de- 
pends on for what purpose the nomination is made. If, to quote Mr. Finletter, the 
Democrats are to nominate a candidate who will run another "magnificent race," as he 
did in 1952, again in 1956 and win 9 out of the 18 states, then I say nomimte Adlai 
Stevenson, 

If, on the other hand, the purpose of the Democratic party in its convention 
in August is to nominate a winner who can meet and defeat the Republican candidate, 
then I say nominate Senator Estes Kefauver. 

At the outset of this program, I should like to make one point emphatically 

clear: Senator Kefauver is in this campaign to the finish -- and he is there to win] 

After three days of a well earned rest in the sunshine of California, he is 
returning to Washington tonight, as strong and as energetic as ever. He will take up 
the campaign where he left off last Wednesday, and he will campaign hard until the 
final roll-call next August in Chicago, 

If he wins the nomination, he will campaign vigorously in the best traditions 
of the Democratic party, and we will lead our party to victory in the polls next Novem- 
ber. And if, by chance, he is not the choice of the Democratic Convention, he will 
campaign with equal vigor for the hominee, whoever he may be, just as he campaigned 
for Mr. Stevenson in 1952. 

Now, speaking as my distinguished adversary has, of the California primary, I 
should like to remind you that Senator Kefauver campaigned in California against the 
full weight of the State political machine -- against an opponent who spent much more 
money and utilized every campaign device which money can buy. Yet, 663,000 California 
voters chose to buck this tide and voted for Senator Kefauver. We are proud of their 
support, just as we are proud of the millions of Americans in other states who ex-= 
pressed their belief in Estes Kefauver at the ballot box. We are going to the con-= 
vention as their representatives and we intend to make their voices heard at the con- 
vention. 

This campaign is by no means over, It is only entering a new stage. Less than 
half of the delegates are pledged to any candidate. Nearly 700 delegates are either 
uncommitted or are pledged to favorite sons on the first ballot. We are going after 
their support -- just as you are, Mr, Finletter. And as you are seeking to obtain 
second ballot support from the delegates now pledged to Estes Kefauver, let me assure 
you that we are equally active in attempting to obtain secon ballot support from the 
delegates now pledged on the first ballot to Adlai Stevenson. We know that Senator 
Kefauver has strong supporters among this large block of uncommitted votes, and we ex- 
pect to make a very strong showing at Chicago, with their help, plus, of course, the 
166 delegates who are now firmly pledged to Senator Kefauver. ‘ 

There is a question abroad in this nation which is being asked by many, many 
Democratic leaders. (-It sisvithis ie"hf}ainwtherfacert superior financing and superior 
page arse pene can roll We over & million votes in primaries against all 
odds, what co e not do for our party next November with th - 
zation and financial resources?" Sn epbe tps uber bygone ans 
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The men and women who will decide who will be the Democratic party standard 
bearer in November are also aware of Senator Kefauver's strong showing in New 
Hampshire, Minnesota and other primaries. The lesson of Florida is not lost on them. 
They know that Senator Kefauver made a magnificent showing in that state, which he 
lost by only 1-3/10th percent of the vote. That margin, Mr. Finletter, is too close 
to serve as an indicator of Governor Stevenson's vote-getting power, 

Estes Kefauver went into the gruelling primary stage of the campaign fully 
aware of the odds which were against him. But he wanted to arouse the country to the 
importance of the primary system, He wanted to alert the nation to issues which he 
believes are of crucial importance to the future of its people. He wants positive 
ways to attack and solve those problems written into the party platform at Chicago, 

The millions of Americans -- particularly from the farm areas -- who voted 
for Senator Kefauver want to see himwin. They believe in him, and they think he is 
the man best suited to assume the leadership of this nation when the Republicans are 
defeated. I am here to tell you that Senator Kefauver is out to win, He will pick up 
many additional delegates before the convention, and will have a strong fighting chance 
at Chicago. I can assure you that Senator Kefauver is well equipped to make the most 
of that fighting chance. 

Throughout the whole of this primary period, Senator Kefauver has never once 
deviated from the principles of the Democratic party -- of which he, above all other 
candidates, is most representative. In one primary after another he has brought cut 
the vote. And in many states that vote was an additional vote -- it was the vote that 
the organization could not bring out -- it was the vote of the independent and uncom- 
mitted American citizen. Yes, Mr. Finletter, and the votes of Republicans who do not 
follow the line of a particular political party. And, most important, it was the 
vote which our party, the Democratic party, needs to win in November. 

DR. WITMAN: Thank you very much, Mr. Donohue. Now you gentlemen have a chance 
to talk to each other about points in which you presumably disagree. Mr. Finletter 
seat MR. FINLETTER: Mr. Donohue raised certain of the matters which have been de- 
bated in the primaries and fully debated and increasingly debated as the primaries 
went on and, particularly, finally debated in California. I really think we would be 
profitless and not good for the Democratic party if we were to start to rehasn these 
issues. I must, however, contest three of them briefly. Mr. Donohue has suggested 
that Senator Kefauver was the underdog and that the bosses were for Governor Stevenson. 
This I must emphatically contest. This is just plainly not the fact. This was a fair 
primary -- the California one TIT am speaking of now -- and, as Mr. Donokue says, the 
importance of the primary system was recognized by Senator Kefauver, and it seems to 

what actu 
me that we ought to judge the results on the basis of what actually happened and ea 
of charges which cannot be substantiated. Secondly, the idea that the Soe a eee 
Stevenson was rolling in money -- let me assure you -- is very much not was an we 
money. The whole thing has been carried on on a shoestring. LSUSiNP ROSEN CR ae ono 
referrred to the Florida vote. It was close, I agree, but he didn't give ge8 e 
figures on California. He gave you Senator Kefauver's figures, which I thin sone : 
around the 663-odd-thousand. I haven't got the final figures but Adlai See eeeaae a 
500,000, about, mores having around Lame troo SO Sapper wh dae age fea Sere 
isiveness of the vote. And there is also no ques 

See Ts the importance of the primary Be ant aa Re ne icra a 
Adlai Stevenson is a very superior NODE AE ere u r Weeden eee 
now that we figure what we do after we ve had these primaries. Le Sere OWe ene 
maries all about? Why did we have them? Did we Pale them just ae cnee pene oe 
of debates and discussions about the candidates? I'm not suggesting ah 

inuing. They are free to run ey 
any impropriety in the defeated candidates cont TCO Be st gen, Rete Seema 
el CP rh in Sel iA A a cae Above all, I think it 

imary and its, it seems to me, almost conclusive nature. 3 

fae Cee ton how eecidates are going to run. If you ar sant eon sates Sema ue 
sure that Mr. Donohue does, that it is extremely important that the 
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win next November, I think that we must recognize that there is a very short period 

of time after those nominating conventions and we had better spend our time now in 
closing our ranks and, above all, in running with the utmost respect for our fellow 
Democrats. I think we must have no "stop Stevenson" movements from now on. I would 
like to see the party unify back of Stevenson, certainly unify in manner and certainly 
unify in respect for his great leadership. 

DR. WITMAN: It's your turn, Mr. Donohue, to reply to Mr. Finletter's original 
statement and Mr. Finletter's reply to your original statement and anything else you 
want to say. 

MR. DONOHUE: I'd like first, briefly, to replyto Mr. Finletter and then ask 
him a question. 1 believe in closing ranks behind the candidate, but the candidate 
has not yet been selected by the convention, and I think it is a little early for Mr. 
Finletter to suggest that we close ranks behind Adlai Stevenson. With respect to the 
California primary and the bossism,as Mr. Finletter referred to it, although I'd 
rather call it the support of Adlai Stevenson by political leaders, I need only to 
refer to the fact that heading Governor Stevenson's campaign in California is the 
only constitutionally elected Democrat in the State of California, Mr. Pat Brown, the 
Attorney General. As co-chairman of this campaign was Mr. Paul Ziffren, the Democratic 
national committeeman from California; the state Chairman, Mrs. Elizabeth Snyder, was 
a staunch supporter of Adlai Stevenson, as was the majority of the Oalifornia Democratic 
clubs, and California only typifies what Senator Kefauver has found wherever he has 
gone; that all of the leaders of the party are against him. The only peopel who are 
for him are the people. Now the question I would like to ask Mr. Finletter is, since 
he took occasion in his opening statement to refer to the fact, that Adlai Stevenson's, 
and I think I quote him correctly, "firm and unequivocal stam on civil rights," earned 
him the support in the Negro sections of California, where he beat Senator Kefauver, 
quoting Mr. Finletter, "five to one." I think the figures are wrong. I saw an early 
report from three California precincts, twenty-five to one. May I ask Mr. Finletter 
how he accounts for the fact that Adlai Stevenson could so defeat Senator Kefauver in 
the Negro precincts in California and, at the same time, in Florida, in the most pro- 
segregationist belt in the United States, the 3rd Congressional District in Florida, 
contiguous to Louisiana, Alabama and Georgia, where the campaign was conducted for 
Governor Stevenson by Congressman Bob Sikes, the state chairman in Florida for Adlai 
Stevenson, a signer of the Southern Manifesto? How does he account for the fact that 
in that pro-segregation district, Senator Kefauver was beaten by 5,000 more votes than 
he lost in the entire State of Florida? 

MR. FINLETTER: Mr. Donohue, you've got me on some facts that I don't know 
about, but even accepting these figures that you've given -- I must accept them since 
you give them -- the only answer I can think of to that question is that Americans 
generally are willing to accept the strongest possible kind of statement on the civil 
rights issue. In New York, on April 25 of this year, Governor Stevenson came out 
with the flattestkind of statement, saying that all Americans, regardless of race, 
color or creed, must be given their rights. He said this, and I'm quoting from his 
speech in New York: "The achievement of equal rights for all American citizens is 
the great unfinished business before the United States. This would be just as much 
the case had there been no Supreme Court decision on desegregation in the public 
schools." And then Governor Stevenson goes on to say, in effect, that when he be- 
comes President, that the first business before him will be to see to it that the 
Supreme Court decision is put into effect according to its terms, This is no surprise 
to those who know Governor Stevenson, because his record in Illinois is exactly along 
the same lines. Let me just give it to you very briefly, Mr. Donohue. You may be 
familiar with it, still I think those who are listening are entitled to hear it. He 
desegregated the schools of Illinois before the Supreme Court decision, He desegre= 
gated the National Guard. When there were riots in Cicero threathening the homes of 
Negroes, he sent the National Guard in to protect the homes of Negroes, When he was 
special assistant to the Secretary of the Navy during the war, he took a leading role 
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in desegregation in the Navy and, as Governor of Illinois, he appointed Negroes to 

intel eet i administration. This is one of the finest records of 
of minorities an articular N, i 

wheres in the United States, ae ly, of the Negro minority that exists any- 

DR. WITAN: Mr. Donohue, would you comment on Mr. Kefauver's position on 
civil rights? We seem to be talking now about issues and I think it would be profit- 
able to our listening audience if we developed a few of the issues upon which your 
respective candidates stand. 

MR. DONOHUE: I am delighted and I should like to quote what Senator Kefauver 
said == not in New York, where it is quite easy and quite popular to speak in this 
vein on the subject matter of civil rights -- but I would like to quote Senator 
Kefauver as he spoke in Orlando, Florida, in the South, which perhaps is the reason 
why Senator Ellender of Louisiana and former Governor Herman Talmacee of Georgia found 
Estes Kefauver unacceptable and why perhaps that Millard Caldwell, the former Governor 
of Florida who, at the 198 convention, in protest against Harry Truman's civil rights 
program, upon which he was nominated and elected, walked out of the convention with 21 
delegates and who yet saw fit to introduce Adlai Stevenson at a mass meeting in 
Tallahassee, Florida. I should like to quote Senator Kefauver speaking in Florida: 
"Here in Florida you have the only primary in the South. I think it is extremely im- 
portant for that as well as other reasons. The State of Florida will be looked upon 
by many as a testing ground for sentiment in the entire southland. Asa Southerner, 

I am glad to have my views and policies so tested in the crucible of a campaign right 
here. As a Southerner it has angered me to hear others set us apart from the re- 
mainder of the South. As a member of the House, my congressional district borders on 
Georgia. As a Senator, my state is contiguous to Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, North 
Carolina, Virginia, Kentucky and Arkansas. Yet, because I have, from the very beginning 
of my career taken what some refer to as the national viewpoint, I frequently hear that 
I am not acceptable to the South. If I may be forgiven for doing so, I want to read you 
from the address of a man who was running for the Democratic nomination to the Senate 
in the neighboring state in the South. This man's opponent attacked the Supreme Court 
decision. 'I wanted to conduct the campaign entirely on the issues of the Senate race,' 
began the address,'but I'm going to depart briefly, in order that I might give you my 
opinion on the question of racial integration. Of course I know my opponent says the 
Supreme Court decision is unconstitutional. You and I know that is ridiculous to say, 
that anything the Supreme Court says is constitutional. You and I know that the 
founders of this government, Jefferson, Madison, Hamilton and Hancock, who met in 
Philadelphia to write the Constitution set up a government making the Supreme Court 
coequal. Therefore, I say to you there is nothing left for us to do except to accept 
the Supreme Court decision as the law of the land and get together and implement it.' 

MR. FINLETTER: May I say something about that, Dr. Witman? That's a very 
eloquent statement of Senator Kefauver, which has just been read by Mr. Donohue. It's, 
of course, very good and very important and I have nothing but praise for it. retract. 
4t will be very difficult to get any word of criticism out of me tonight , directed 
against the distinguished Senator from pa aire een ia cers eee ee ants do 

to make this plea to you, Mr. Donohue, a at is tha a 
ants Democratic pies set coed on this issue -= we are the inheritors of the great 
tradition of Roosevelt and Truman and I think we can be proud of the fact that Senator 
Kefauver and Adlai Stevenson stand up on this issue. I want to face right up to this 
idea that you hear sometimes that he ees cae is wit Poe ek arte eee aa 
't believe it for a minute. believe any party tha E i 
ae we have, in constrast to the record of the Republican party on civil Pf 
liberties generally, it is our party, the Democratic party, that is going pees ‘ e 
pull towards everybody who hie Soe ae wants nae TEE ek rece eh ‘i aie 
i .» Donohue, and I am sure you agre a 
Hae Reged ear ee tough came defeating President Eisenhower and the Republicans 
phe ear Thank God the President is apparently recovering and is going to run, and 
it's splendid, but we must bend all our efforts to defeat him and his party because 
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we believe it is for the best interest of our country. And let us not imperil that 
by making points against each other, unless they be points of high principle, un-= 
less we believe that somebody in our ranks is unworthy. And I certainly think that 
we will agree that neither Estes Kefauver nor Adlai Stevenson is in that category. 
These are great leaders. 

DR.WITMAN: Mr. Finletter, I am sure we all share your feeling of joy that 
the President is recovering. Since you have brought the point up, however, I want 
to raise this question which I have seen referred to quite a bit in the journals 
recently, and that is whether the recent illness of the President will in any way 
affect the candidacy of any of the Democratic candidates. Will this in any way 
affect the standing or the position or the running power of any of the men in the 
candidate's box in the Democratic party? 

MR. DONOHUE: I would think not because I believe from all of the reports 
that I saw in Washington before I left this afternoon that President Eisenhower 
will make a complete recovery and that his plans for the campaign are unchanged. 

MR. FINLETTER: I quite agree. 

DR. WITMAN: I think that has been in the minds of a great many people, or 
it would not have been discussed so much in the public press. Do you want to go on 
to some questions on foreign policy? How do your men stand on foreign policy matters? 

MR. DONOHUE: I would prefer, of course, if Senator Kefauver were here to 
speak for himself on foreign policy, but I know if he were here one thing he would 
certainly want to discuss. I was riding around in my automobile yesterday -- I hope 
the Senator heard it -- and I heard John Foster Dulles speaking from Ames College out 
in Iowa. It seemed to me that he pulled the rug out from under President Eisenhower 
who, in a recent press conference, had somewhat startled the world and I am sure 
frightened again our allies to death, when he spoke in words of high praise about the 
neutral nations, making a distinction between military neutrality, about which the 
Secretary would be better informed that I, and the high kind of moral neutrality. 

But John Foster Dulles seemed to take a quite different view and I think that Senator 
Kefauver, if he were here would want to know if John Foster Dulles is bringing us up 
to another brink and just what that brink is. 

MR. FINLETTER: I agree with Mr. Donohue that this speech of Secretary Dulles 
of yesterday is very troublesome. It covered the whole waterfront. Let me just take 
one part of it which is the Middle East. In it, Mr. Dulles again repeated his primary 
reliance upon military pacts and military measures as a means of protecting freedom in 
the Middle East and in large other parts of the world. Of course we have to protect 
ourselves militarily against Russia, but when you get outside of the NATO area where 
we face Russia, this is a very important failing of the Republican party. And Mr. 
Dulles, it seems to me, and I do respectfully say that the President, as head of the 
Administration must be responsible for it, Mr. Dulles has faildd to understand and to 
anticipate the nature of the gréat revolution which is going on in all of Asia, the 
Near East and Africas and he has tried to handle a revolution by military means and 
that you cannot do. He has failed to identify us, the United States, with the aspira- 
tions of the peoples of all of these areas for self-determination and for freedom. 
And the result has been at its worst in the Near East. All of this militarism has, 
instead of doing what Mr. Dulles hoped it would do, has incited the Arab countries, 
many of the Arab countries against the State of Isreal in this area. And for some 
reason that escapes me, the Administration seems to take the line that the thing to 
do is to sem arms to the Arabs and deny arms to the Israelis. This I cannot under- 
stand. Here is a complete bankruptcy of foreign policy -- bankruptcy because Mr, 
Dulles, under the guidance of the President, has failed to recognize the fundamental 
conditions of what is going on in the Near East. 

DR. WITMAN: Thank you both for those comments. Now it is time we go to the 
audience, and I'm going to start with this week's winner of the American Peoples 
Encyclopedia, who is Allen Klein of Mt. Vernon, New York, who submitted this question: 
"Since every poll has indicated a preference among Democrats everywhere for Adlai 
Stevenson, isn't he the logical candidate?" I think maybe Mr. Donohue better speak 
to that first. 
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MR. FINLETTER: I think Mr, Donohue can answer that for me. 

MR. DONOHUE: I think the answer is very simple. The person who asked the 
question apparently only reads the metropolitan newspapers. If the inquirer had 
read the Des Moines, Iowa "Register" of last Sunday, he would have seen that a poll 
was taken by the political writer of that paper among the more than 1900 county 
delegates meeting in Iowa in a State Convention to choose their delegates for the 
convention; and would have found that he observed as the result that hO% of the dele- 
gates supported Senator Kefauver, that 27% of the delegates supported Adlai Stevenson, 
that 17% of the delegates supported Stuart Symington, and that 1% of the delegates 
supported Averell Harriman. If our good friend had ever read the western papers, 
that great farm belt without which the Republicans can never win office, wherein 
Senator Kefauver leads in every poll -- not only Adlai Stevenson, but President Fisen- 
hower -- and I'm referring to North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Minnesota, Iowa 
and Kansas -- then I think the question might be changed. 

MR. FINLETTER: Mr. Donohue's figures overwhelm me. I would, however, point 
out that Governor Stevenson is leading in the natiomide poll and I have here the 
final figures from another newspaper, Mr. Donohue, the "New York Times," These are 
the figures on a poll that took place in California recently, on June 5, and the 
final figures were, Stevenson - 1,113,00 and Kefauver - 663,000. They're from today's 
"New York Times." Though seriously, I don't think the polls are final, but I think 
they are extremely significant as of any given moment. I think the broad record of 
the primaries -- the primary victories, Mr. Klein, those are the things which, it 
seems to me, demonstrate the overwhelming strength of Stevenson, even more than the 
polls. 

DR. WITMAN: We have been hearing, ladies and gentlemen, what a nice man 
Senator Kefauver is and what a nice man Mr. Stevenson is, but I understand there are 
some other nice men in the Democratic party. At least, that's the impression I have. 
Is there anyone here in the audience who wants to speak for any of the candidates or 
potential candidates who have not yet been mentioned this evening? All right, this 
lady right here. 

WOMAN: I didn't come here expecting to speak for any candidate, but I do 
feel that Governor Harriman should be represented and mentioned in appreciation here 
in this program. I am perhaps a curious person to speak for him. I have never pre- 
viously spoken in his behalf, I must say, in any way, shape or form, but I have always 
admired him. I happen to be a person who worked for the nomination of Eisenhower and 
then switched to vote for Stevenson in the previous campaign, on the basis of the cam- 
paign, because -- not because of Eisenhower's lack of qualification but because of his 
friends and his apparent relations with his friends. I still believe that Stevenson 
is the best candidate that we have. However, I admire Harriman to the point that I 
feel that in the coming Democratic administration -- which I believe is bound to 
come -- that we should not lose the benefit of the great ability of Governor Harriman. 
I think that Stevenson made a very profound statement when he said that it is very 
difficult to become elected president without proving that one is not really suitable. 
This is the gist of what he said -- that one is not worthy because of the various 
political tricks which I hope that we Democrats will show that we do not have to stoop 
to. I'd like to express admiration for the stand taken by Governor Harriman in not 
discussing the candidacies of other Democratic candidates. I heard him handle the 
questions of "Meet the Press" this afternoon, I felt very ably. Some of those 
questions, I often feel, are quite savage, but I think he handled them very well. I 
feel that Governor Harriman is an able administrator. He is not a politician of the 
type that wants to stoop to the tricks of kissing babies and shaking hands so much and 
he showed, when he was our Ambassador to Russian, that he understood the Russians and 
he has since that time shown that he understands them better than anybody else that we 
have -- at least as well as anybody in this country today. And I personally would like 
to see him as Secretary of State if he is not elected President. 

DR. WITMAN: Thank you very mich. That's a very interesting intra-family com- 2 
ment, since you observed that you are for Stevenson. Any comments from you gentleman? 
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MR. FINLETTER: I share with the lady her admiration for Governor Harriman. 

MR. DONOHUE: I ama great admirer of Governor Harriman but I would like to 
say to the lady that maybe she better remind Governor Harriman -- I think it was down 
in Florida that Adlai Stevenson, speaking about the Minnesota defeat and with reference 
to Senator Kefauver said, "The handshake is more important than the brain," 

DR. WITMAN: Is there anyone else who wants to speak on behalf of another 
candidate -- some other person? Well, let me put it this way: Do any of you want to 
be candidates for the Presidency? You might speak for yourselves if you like. All 
right, we'll have some questions from the audience. 

QUESTIONER: Mr. Donohue, if more Democrats want Mr. Kefauver, why would he not 
have more financial support in comparison with other Democratic candidates? 

MR. DONOHUE: That's a question I have been trying to answer since last December. 
The fact of the matter is that the Democratic organization, the National Democratic 
Committee, is broke, and the reason it is broke is because the people belonging to the 
party organization who normally would have contributed to the organization have been 
solicited by and have given generously to the campaign of Adlai Stevenson -- and there 
isn't enough left over for Senator Kefauver. 

DR. WITMAN: JI am sure Mr. Finletter would like to say something. 

MR. FINLETTER: I would like to know where all that money is, that Stevenson 
is supposed to have. Maybe Mr. Donohue might let me have some of that, because we 
certainly need it and we're certainly broke. But you know, Mr. Donohue, again, I think 
we're losing sight of a great national issue on this money thing by talking about who 
has the most money between the Senator and the Governor. I think we are losing sight 
of the fact that we Democrats are going to lose this electicn on the money issue be-= 
cause the Republicans have more money than we have and can get more TV time and get 
more high class and expensive talent and put on that sort of thing, unless something is 
done about the present way of financing these campaigns. And, furthermore, I think 
that we are really fighting this one with our hands behind our backs, I make one more 
plea -- for heaven's sake, let's don't hand any more advantages to the Republicans. 

QUESTIONER : Dr. Witman, I am very much moved by the appeal that Mr. Finletter 
has made to all of us to unite behind the strongest candidate and I would like to pose 
my question on that point to Mr. Donohue, Mr, Finletter, or both. My question is: 

In view of the preference shown by Democrats everywhere -- Democrats everywhere, includ= 
ing Minnesota -- for Governor Stevenson, would it not be desirable for both Senator 
Kefauver and Mr. Harriman to follow the suggestion made by Mr. Dubinsky, and withdraw 
from the race behind the strongest candidate, and thus show that their prior interests 
was in the unity of the party, rather than personal ambition? 

MR. DONOHUE: I think that every man has a right to seek the high office of the 
Presidency, particularly after 18 years of qualification as a member of the House of 
Representatives and the United States Senate, A Democrat who for 18 years voted af- 
firmatively on every New Deal and Fair Deal legislation has a right to aspire to the 
Presidency. The question gives me the occasion to say that Democrats everywhere have 
not shown a preference for Adlai Stevenson, Governor Stevenson saw fit to enter the 
primary in only one of the great bulk of western states wherein lies the chief source 
of Republican strength -- the great West which elected Harry Truman, though he lost 
Pennsylvania, New York and 3 states in the South. It is in that great western belt 
that Senator Kefauver leads not only Adlai Stevenson but leads in the polls President 
Eisenhower. With the organization and money available to the Democratic party in sup- 
port of Senator Kefauver, he will win not only that great western belt by himself, but 
with the organization support and money he will carry the great metropolitan areas and 
can be and will be the winning candidate in November, 

MR. FINLETTER: Now we are getting back to that money that doesn't exist. I 
would like to just say one thing about that comment. Adlai Stevenson hed shown, before 
any of these primaries, that he was a great national and world leader, a man to whom 
we could safely and with great hope assign the responsibility for the leadership of our 
country in these terrible times that we face. He could have Stayed out of these pri- 
maries, having established his reputation, and not have gone on to prove that he was a 
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great grass roots fighter, but he didn't do that. He went in to ma f 2 
maries and he fought three and four of them at the same time. And ie a eee ee 
shown that he is not only the heavyweight champsion, but the middleweight champion, 
and the lightweight champion and every other champion, it's Adlai Stevenson -- and I 
pray that no ambition by anyone is going to interfere with his leadership of the 
Democratic party to victory next November. Let's be very careful what we do between 
now am the end of that convention, 

QUESTIONER : Mr. Donohue, you spoke of the "California machine," as a major 
factor in Mr. Stevenson's victory in California. Do you seriously contend that the 
California Democratic organization bears any resemblance to any machine more 
efficient than Eli Whitney's first cotton gin? 

MR. DONOHUE: I never saw Eli Whitney's cotton gin. I assume it was an ef- 
fective device which has since been perfected. But I was in California -- I was in 
California three times -- I was in California on the day of the primary electim ard 
I say to you again that the effective Democratic state organization in California 
turned out the vote in the two great population areas, San Francisco and Los Angeles; 
that elsewhere in the state Senator Kefauver ran rampant. 

QUESTICNER: Mr. Finletter, how doesAdlai Stevenson intend to deal with the 
Republican claim of prosperity? 

MR. FINLETTER: Well, it is said that this slogan of the Republicans of peace 
and prosperity 1s unbeatable; that in short you can't win an election when times are 
good. This is a view which is wholly wrong. It is disproved by the 1952 electio it- 
self. We had prosperity during the 1952 election and one party lost and one party 
won. And also, it assumes that the American people have not the intelligence to under- 
stand what's going on, And I contest that proposition. I think there is a basic 
difference between the two parties on this question of domestic economic policy, ladies 
and gentlemen. I believe that the Republican party is the party that never anticipates, 
but when it has got good times, cries prosperity and says keep us in power because we've 
got prosperity. The Democratic party, on the other hand, is the party that says sure, 
we have got prosperity but, for heaven's sake, let's see that we keep prosperity and 
let us take those measures which will make it permanent. And, above all, let us have 
a heart about the conditions which exist in many of the soft segments of the community 
where there is not prosperity, Take, for example, the small businessman, Take the 
farmer. Take the question of suburbia. Take the question of people who have not good 
mental health. Take the question of all people who have children and send them to 
public schools. The Democratic party says -- it doesn't go out and cry prosperity, 
put us back in power -- it says prosperity yes, but there are some people who are not 
getting what they are entitled to out of this fair lands of ours, and tet us be con-= 
cerned, let us be worried about them. Let us do the things that are going to give 
them the full prosperity. ; 

MR. DOHOHUE: I agree with Mr. Finletter. Senator Kefauver has often said, 
"Prosperity for whom?" If you mean the monopolies and the cartels which are growing 
increasingly stronger with the tremendous increase in corporate profits, YeSe If you 
mean the tremendous number of business failures, particularly among small business; 
if you mean the disappearance of the family-type farms if you mean the 150,000 automo= 
bile workers walking the streets of Detroit looking for work and now eating from soup 
kitchens, he says No. And Senator Kefauver has an affirmative program to enforce the 
Anti-Trust Laws, give small business and the family-type farmer a break, which will 
mean prosperity on a broad basis and not for just the Cadillac cabinet. 

QUESTTONFR: Mr. Donohue, I would like to ask you whether you think Senator 
Kefauver would consider accepting the Vice Presidential nomination? 

MR. DONOHUE: No, Sirs Senator Kefauver is a candidate only for the office 

j he United States. 

a ai: Mr, Finletter, the first thing that I heard about Adlai Stevenson 
on, was his attitude about peace. I want to know what he is going to do to counter 
the Republican slogan and big claim about peace? 
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MR. FINLETTER: 1 wish we had more time to go into that, but let me make it 
very quick, The two burning issues with Governor Stevenson -- I haven't yet spoken 
for him and now I'm going to speak for him on these -- one is the matter of individual 
rights, civil rights and the Bill of Rights, and the other is the question of world 
peace. JI think you are going to see that when he gets into the Office of the Presidency 
there is going to be a drive fora permanent enforced world peace, such as is not being 
carried out at the present time. Our present foreign policy is "business as usual," 

It assumes that war is a thing which cannot be defeated. It assumes that the insti- 
tution of war must exist. Adlai Stevenson, I am sure, is going to make the very de- 
struction of the institution of war and the control of these terrible weapons of war 
right up at the top of his agenda. Adlai Stevenson is a man of peace and the Democratic 
party is the party of peace. 

QUESTIONER: Mr. Donohue, isn't it a fact that none of the present outspoken 
Democratic candidates now running for the Democratic nomination will be nominated in 
Chicago? 

MR. DONOHUE: No, it is not a fact. It is a fact, in my humble judgment, that 
ultimately the Leadership of the Democratic party will realize that the only candi- 
date who can defeat the Republican nominee in November is the candidate who can at- 
track the support of the farm belt, and tht candidate is Estes Kefauver. 

MR. FINLETTER: I think the farm belt is. very important, but I think other 
people vote, other than farmers, And I think thet the man who is going to win the 
election next November is the man who can convince 51% of the people of the United 
States that his policies are the finest, the most liberal, the most true and the most. 
in accordance with the great ideals of our country -- and that man is Adlai Stevenson. 

DR. WITMAN: Now I would like to ask a question which I am taking here directly 
from an articie recently by Arthur Krock of the "New York Times." He says, "Whatever 
happens in California," -- this was written before the primary -- "the two," -- meaning 
Stevenson and Kefauver -- "have hurt each other and perhaps it will prove that their 
hostilities have hurt the party also. Only 2% of the convention delegate vote was at 
stake in Florida, but the seeds of a feud was thrown in the struggle there that is sure 
to reappear in the convention." Within a matter of one minute, what can each of you 
say about that? 

MR. DONOHUE: I would like to say, not so, As a result of the contest in . 
California between these two great Democrats, 61.8% of the Democratic registrants voted 
in the primary, an unheard of total in California. This vrimary contest has been good 
for the Democratic party. 

MR. FINLETTER: I agree completely with that. I don't believe that these men 
have knocked each other out. I think that they have proved themselves, and they have 
proved one of them in particular. 

DR. WITMAN: Thank you very much, both of you gentlemen, and all of the folks 
here in the audience for your wonderful helo in clarifying these matters in regard to 
the candidates for the Presidency in the Democratic party. 


